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Abstract 
This study was an attempt to investigate the relationship between the general English courses offered at the B.A. program of  
translation studies at Islamic Azad University and the students' general English performance in M.A. entrance examination of the 
master program in TEFL at Islamic Azad university . To find out the relationship, a sample of 30 B.A. students who were 
studying translation studies participated in the study voluntary.  To analysis the data the researcher used multiple regression 
method of analyses.  Results of analyses showed that The general courses explained 67 percent of the variance in the UEE 
performances. Of these five courses, only one of them made the significant unique contribution to the prediction of the UEE 
scores. 
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1. Introduction 
Islamic Azad University (IAU) is headquartered in Tehran, and was founded in 1982. It currently has an 
enrollment of 1.5 million students. This huge number of enrollments has made the university as the world’s third 
largest university. IAU has over 400 branches across the country and in other courtiers. This study is an attempt to 
examine the predictive validity of the general courses offered to B.A. students of English translation at IAU as a 
measure of success in the students’ later performance in entrance examination of Master program in TEFL at 
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Islamic Azad University. 
1.1. Description of Test Contents 
Normally, test constructors at IAU follow a fixed procedure in the process of test construction. This 
procedure has taken more importance since 2010’s entrance examination. To this end, a four section test of general 
English for the candidates of M.A. in TEFL is planned. The first 40 items are devoted to the structure section, and 
this is divided into two parts (A, and B). Part A, 17 questions, part B, 23 questions. The next 60 questions are 
equally distributed for cloze passage, Vocabulary, and reading comprehension and they follow a multiple-choice 
format. 
1.2. What is Validity? 
Hughes states that “A test is considered to be valid if it measures what it purports to measure” (Hughes, 
2003, p. 26). The concept of validity can be seen from different perspectives. Hughes (2003) categorizes validity 
under four main sections naming: Content validity, construct validity, face validity, and criterion-related validity 
(also called predictive and concurrent validity). 
 According to Fulcher and Davidson (2007), “whether there is a relationship between a particular test and a 
criterion to which we wish to make predictions,” (p.4). They also argue that validity evidence is the strength of the 
predictive relationship between the test score and that performance on the criterion. There are two types of criterion-
related validity: concurrent and predictive.  
Brown (2004) asserts that “Predictive validity of an assessment becomes important in the case of 
placement tests, admissions assessment batteries, language aptitude tests, and the like,” (p.24). He also argues that 
the assessment criterion in such cases is not to measure concurrent ability but to assess (and predict) a test – takers 
likelihood of future success. 
2. Literature Review 
 A study was conducted by Alavi (2012) to find out the predictive validity of final English exams as a 
measure of success in Iranian national university entrance exam. The study involved a sample of 42 students at pre-
university level in different fields of study. The results showed that there was a positive relationship between each of 
the exams and Iranian national university entrance English exam, separately and in combination. The entire 
hypothesis that the researcher raised were confirmed in different level of significance. 
Another study by Mohammadi (2009) was aimed at investigating probable correlation between English 
Language students’ academic achievement regarding their Grade point Average (GPA) and their entrance admission 
test results and their sex, field of study, or age. The results showed that the students’ total score in the examination 
was a better predictor than the English language subtest which was beyond the researcher’s expectation. A look at 
the other subtests of the IAUEE (Persian Literature, Arabic language, and religious information) and the courses 
they had sat the examination for, that is, English-related courses, encourage us to expect that English subtest could 
be a more valid predictor. Nonetheless, it proved otherwise.GPA of freshmen was also equally predictable by the 
entrance examination and its English proficiency subtest. 
Obioma (2007) in a study researched for the purpose of the predictive validity of public examinations in 
Nigeria.  In his study a random sample of 4904 candidates either male or female were selected from 22 Nigerian 
universities. It was concluded that even though public examinations were statistically significant, but were not of 
much practical importance in predicting the achievement of university students. It was also concluded that formative 
evaluation plays a significant role in predicting the achievement of university undergraduates. 
3. Methodology 
3.1. Participants 
The population under study was consisted of all the B.A. students of English translation at Islamic Azad 
University (Khorasgan Branch) during the academic year of 2012.  A sample of 30 participants doing their 6th and 
8th semesters of bachelor program in English Translation at IAUKB decided to take part in the study voluntarily. 
The participants included 18 females, and 12 males. They were locals of Esfahan with the age range of 22-45 years 
old. The reason for selecting them was based on the researcher’s access to them.  
3.2. Instruments 
To elicit data the researcher used their English scores of the general courses offered at IAUKB to the 
students of English translation. The general courses were consisted of Grammar 1 and 2, Reading comprehension 1, 
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2, and 3. The scores were collected from the university achieve. On the other hand, the researcher used students’ 
performance score in the IAUEE of M.A. in TEFL which was collected in Jamalifar’s (2013) study. 
3.3. Procedure 
 Two sets of data were at hand. One set of data was taken from the study of Jamalifar’s (2013) on reliability 
and validity of IAUEE. This set was including the participants’ score on the performance of M.A. entrance 
examination of TEFL at IAU. The second set which includes the scores of students on the general English courses of 
the B.A program in English translation was taken from the university’s administrative office.  
4. Results 
Standard multiple regression was used to assess the ability of the five measures (Grammar 1: G1, Grammar 
2: G2, Reading Comprehension 1: RC1, Reading Comprehension 2: RC2, and Reading Comprehension 3: RC3) to 
predict the students’ performance in University Entrance Examination (UEE). Preliminary analyses were conducted 
to ensure no violation of the assumptions of normality, linearity, multicollinearity and homoscedasticity. The tables 
below show the results of the analyses. 
Table 1.Descriptive Statistics for the Multiple Regression Analysis 
 
Performance type               Mean                                               Std.Deviation   
N 
UEE                                 25.4303                                              15.46329   
30 
G1                                      14.8917                                           2.63325   
30 
G2                                    14.8583                                              2.60196   
30 
RC1                                 16.3833                                              1.79407   
30 
RC2                                   16.3333                                            2.44009   
30 
RC3                                     15.8750                                          2.38327   
30 
 
 The mean score of the dependent variable (MUEE = 25.43) and those of the independent variables (MG1 = 
14.89, MG2 = 14.85, MRC1 = 16.38, MRC2 = 16.33 and MRC3 = 15.87) as well as their corresponding standard 
deviations are shown. To reach the conclusion as to how much of the variance in the dependent variable (UEE) is 
accounted for by the variances in the independent variables, the next table should be checked. 
 
Table 2.Model Summary for the Multiple Regression Analysis 
 
Model                               R                      R. Square            Adjusted                    Std.Error of 
                                                                                             R Square                      the Estimate 
1                                      . 823a                  .677                     .610                              9.65797 
 
Note. Predicators: (Constant), RC1, RC2, RC3, G1, and G2. 
It shows how much of the variance in UEE performance is explained by the independent variables. The 
value, in this case, is .67, expressed as a percentage, and means that the independent variables account for 67 percent 
of the variance in UEE scores. Although this is a quite respectable result, it is good to assess its statistical 
significance in the next table. 
 
 
 
Table 3. ANOVA Results of the Multiple Regression Analysis 
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Model                                Sum of  
                                           Squares                       df                     Mean Square              F              Sig 
1           Regression                        4695.656                       5                          939.131                10.068        000a 
             Residual                            2238.633                      24                         93.276 
             Total                                  6934.289                      29 
Note. Predicators: (Constant), RC3, RC1, RC2, G1, and G2. 
In the ANOVA table, the value under the Sig. column is smaller than the alpha value (p = .000 < 0.05), 
indicating that the model (including the independent variables) could significantly explain the variance in the 
dependent variable (UEE). The next thing that needs to be known is which of the variables in the model contributed 
to the prediction of the UEE scores. This information could be found in the following table.  
Table 4. The Table of Coefficients in the Multiple Regression Analysis 
 Grammar 1 makes the strongest unique contribution to accounting for UEE performances, when the 
variance explained by all other variables in the model is controlled for. The Beta value for G2 is .298, indicating that 
it made less of a contribution. The third largest Beta value is that of RC3 (.295) followed by RC2 (.119) and RC 1 
(.071), respectively. 
5. Conclusion 
 The model, which included G1, G2, RC1, RC2, and RC3, explained 67 percent of the variance in the UEE 
performances. Of these five variables, G1 made the significant unique contribution to the prediction of the UEE 
scores, whereas the other four variables failed to reach statistical significance.  
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